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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1 )£3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10/12/07 . 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 38-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pemberton 
(US 3,760,093) in view of G. H. Thomen (US 3,530,661), and further in view of Young (US 
4,009,561). 

Re claims 38-45: Pemberton discloses in Fig. 3 a plurality of rollers, Examples 1-10 
discloses different configurations, col. 3, lines 30-35 discloses rotating, it is inherent that the 
rolling passes positioned between the supply and the stranding machine. Pemberton fails to 
disclose roll sets and each roll set being configured and disposed to separately roll each 
advancing wire and each roll set comprising two oppositely disposed shaping rollers defining a 
plurality of aligned groove pairs, each groove pair defining a groove. 

Thomen discloses roll sets shown in Fig. 4A and in Figs. 4-5 show different locations of 
roll sets and each roll set 45 comprising two oppositely disposed shaping rollers defining a 
plurality of aligned groove pairs (45s have concave grooves), each groove pair (two 45s located 
opposite to each other) defining a groove. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Pemberton by providing roll sets and each roll set comprising two 



4 

Application/Control Number: 10/624,881 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3726 

oppositely disposed shaping rollers defining a plurality of aligned groove pairs, each groove pair 
defining a groove, as taught by Thomen, for the purpose of evenly stressing and shaping the 
wires. 

Young discloses providing each roll set (15) being configured and disposed to separately 
roll each advancing wire (Fig. 2). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Pemberton by providing each roll set being configured and disposed to 
separately roll each advancing wire, as taught by Young, for the purpose of performing each 
wire. 

Pemberton fails to disclose reducing the wires by no more than 25%, 30% or 40% and 
rotating the wires through an angle of 45 to 135. it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to reduce the wires by no more than 
25%, 30% or 40% and rotate the wires through an angle of 45 to 135, since it has been held that 
where general conditions of claims are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or 
workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art. In re Alter, 105 USPQ 233. 

Re claim 46: Pemberton, Thomen and Young teach the invention as described with 
respect to claims 38-45. Pemberton fails to disclose a pulling device. 

Young discloses a pulling device 12. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Pemberton by providing a pulling device, as taught by Young, for the 
purpose of pulling a core from a pay off spool along a predetermined route of operation. 
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Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 10/12/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The examiner thanks the applicants for providing support. 
See col. 1, lines 53-55 discloses rolls in Pemberton. 

Interviews After Final 

4. Applicant note that an interview after a final rejection must be submitted briefly in 
writing the intended purpose and content of the interview (the agenda of the interview must be in 
writing). Upon review of the agenda, the Examiner may grant the interview if the examiner is 
convinced that disposal or clarification for appeal may be accomplished with only nominal 
further consideration. Interviews merely to restate arguments of record or to discuss new 
limitations will be denied . See MPEP 714.13 and 713.09. 

Conclusion 

5. Please provide reference numerals (either in parentheses next to the claimed limitation or 
in a table format with one column listing the claimed limitation and another column listing 
corresponding reference numerals in the remark section of the response to the Office Action) to 
all the claimed limitations as well as support in the disclosure for better clarity (optional). 
Applicants are duly reminded that a full and proper response to this Office Action that includes 
any amendment to the claims and specification of the application as originally filed requires that 
the applicant point out the support for any amendment made to the disclosure, including the 
claims. See 37 CFR 1.111 and MPEP 2163.06. 
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6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rick K. Chang whose telephone number is (571) 272-4564. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 5:30 AM to 1 :30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David P. Bryant can be reached on (571) 272-4526. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system^ Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Rick K. Chang/ 

Primary Examiner, A.U. 3726 
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